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1 . This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species of the claimed invention: I) Figures 1-15; II) Figures 16-18; III) Figures 19-29; 
IV) Figure 30; and V) Figures 32-36. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, no allowable claim is generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim 
is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over 
the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 
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2. During a telephone conversation with Edward Arons on November 29, 2005, a 
provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of species I, 
claims 1-13, 17-28 and 32-44. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in 
replying to this Office action. Claims 14-16, 29-31 and 45-47 have been withdrawn from 
further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non- 
elected invention. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2-3, 18-19 and 33-34 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. In each claim, the container is 
referenced. However, the "container" of parent claims 1,17 and 32 is an imaginary 
adjunct, so the further limitations of a structure extraneous to claimed structure 
distinguishes nothing to the claimed subject matter. 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Spagna (6,896,133). Claims 1, 3, 6 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Guttadauro et al. (2004/0040349). Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hai (6,651,811). Claims 1-3, 5-8 and 12 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Nakasuji (5,896,985). 
Claims 1-3 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Koch 
(5,894,924). Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rentch (4,499,994). Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by MacDonald et al. (4,425,999). Each discloses a device for securing an 
asset within a container, comprising a base member (30; 32; 20; 1 1 or 4; 13; 18; 1 1 ; 
respectively) comprising a first portion (54; 44; inside 20; 32 or 42; 24; 20; 13) and a 
second portion (42-52; 65 or 42 and 65; 26; 31 or 41; 14; 29; 15), and a locking member 
(32; 34; 12; 4 or 11; 16-19; 16; 19) configured to engage the second portion so that the 
asset is secured between the base member and the locking member and a portion (50; 
40; 41 or 31 ; 18; 38; 21 ) of the locking member is configured to be acted upon by an 
applied force so that the locking member disengages the second portion. 

As to claims 2-3, since the container is defined as extraneous to the claimed 
device, the further limitation of the container fails to further distinguish the device. 
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However, Spagna discloses a snap mechanism (20) and Guttadauro et al. disclose hub 
members (40) secured to the container. 

As to claim 4, Spagna, Rentch and MacDonald et al. disclose the base member 
removably coupled to a container (10; 71). 

As to claim 5, each discloses a protrusion (34; 24; 31; 17; 36; 13). 

As to claims 6-8 and 10-11, Guttadauro et al. and Nakasuji each disclose a 
plurality of receptacles (64-64"; 31 or 41 ) and a plurality of latches (70; other of 31 and 
41 ), the latches being at radially different locations, their relative size being a matter of 
choice and degree. 

As to claim 1 3, Spagna discloses applying a magnetic force to open the device. 

7. Claims 17-18, 21, 28, 32-34, 36 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Spagna. Claims 17, 19, 22-23, 26, 32, 37-39 and 42 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Guttadauro. Claims 17, 21, 32, 34 and 
36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hai. Claims 17, 21-23, 
26-27, 32, 36-39 and 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakasuji. Claims 17-18, 21, 32-33 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Koch. Claims 17, 20-21 , 32 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rentch. Claims 17, 20-21, 32 and 35-36 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by MacDonald et al.. The structure 
of the references has been discussed above. To merely provide and use the structure in 
the manner disclosed is also disclosed by these references. 
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As to claims 18 and 33, Koch and Spagna each disclose a snap mechanism (17, 
18 or 27;). 

As to claims 20 and 35, Rentch and MacDonald et al. disclose the base member 
removably coupled to a container (10; 71). 

As to claims 21 and 36, all but Guttadauro et al. disclose a protrusion (34; 24; 31; 
17; 36; 13). 

As to claims 22-23, 25-26, 37-39 and 41-42, Guttadauro et al. and Nakasuji each 
disclose a plurality of receptacles (64-64";31 or 41 ) and a plurality of latches (70;other of 
31 and 41), the latches being at radially different locations, their relative size being a 
matter of choice and degree. 

8. Claims 9, 24 and 40 would each be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryon P. Gehman whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4555. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Wednesday 
from 5:30am to 6:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu, can be reached on (571) 272-4562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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